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 TWO MINUTE TRAINING  

 

SUBJECT: RCRA Manifest Discrepancies and Physical State 
 

Q: A shipment of waste is manifested as a hazardous waste solid material.  Upon receipt at the designated 

receiving facility the waste is determined to also have hazardous waste liquid material.  The volume of waste 

and the EPA hazardous waste codes remain unchanged.  If the only difference in the waste as manifested and 

received is the physical state, i.e., shipped as a solid, received with some liquid, is this a manifest discrepancy? 

 

A: Per WAC 173-303-370(5), [40 CFR 264.72], manifest discrepancies are differences between the quantity or type 

of dangerous/hazardous waste designated on the manifest, and the quantity or type of dangerous/hazardous waste 

received at the facility. Significant discrepancies in quantity are weight differences greater than 10% for bulk 

wastes, and piece count differences for non-bulk wastes. Significant discrepancies in type are obvious differences 

discovered by inspection or waste analysis, such as a waste solvent substituted for a waste acid, or toxic 

constituents not reported on the manifest. 

 

Obvious differences discovered by inspection or waste analysis could apply to physical state but it is not clear in 

the above regulation. 

 

However, per the May 19, 1980, Federal Register (45 FR 33154) on page 33188, middle column, it states:  

 

“Another kind of possible discrepancy between the waste manifest and the actual shipment is a difference in the 

chemical or physical nature of the waste.  The Agency’s intention in this respect is to have facilities flag obvious 

differences in waste type (such as waste solvents received instead of waste acids listed on the manifest), as 

opposed to the more subtle changes, such as part-per-million variations in the concentrations of heavy metals 

within a sludge.  The Agency wishes to ensure that a facility is properly equipped to handle the wastes it receives 

and is not subject to surprises in waste type introduced by mistake or on purpose by waste generators or 

transporters.  The . . . requirements for waste sampling and analysis should in most cases, ensure that facilities 

discover obvious differences in waste type.”  

 

Since the phrase “physical nature” is referenced in the manifest discrepancy discussion of the Federal Register, 

and since receipt of a solid vs. a liquid could be a “surprise” to a receiving facility, differences in the physical state 

of a dangerous/hazardous waste are considered significant RCRA manifest discrepancies. 

 

 SUMMARY: 

 

 A manifest discrepancy is defined as differences between the quantity or type of dangerous/hazardous waste 

designated on the manifest, and actually received at the facility. 

  

 Significant discrepancies in quantity are: 

 

⇒ For bulk waste, variations greater than 10 percent in weight, and; 

⇒ For non-bulk waste, any variation in piece count.  

 

 Significant discrepancies in type are obvious differences which can be discovered by inspection or analysis. 

 

 Differences in physical state are also significant manifest discrepancies. 

 

WAC 173-303-370(5) is attached.  If you have any questions, contact me at "Paul_W_Martin@rl.gov” or (509) 376-6620. 
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TWO MINUTE TRAINING - ATTACHMENT 

 

SUBJECT: RCRA Manifest Discrepancies and Physical State 

 

WAC 173-303-370 Manifest 

(5) Manifest discrepancies. 

(a) Manifest discrepancies are: 

 

(i) Significant differences (as defined in (b) of this subsection) between the quantity or type of 

dangerous waste designated on the manifest or shipping paper, and the quantity and type of 

dangerous waste a facility actually receives; 

 

(ii) Rejected wastes, which may be a full or partial shipment of dangerous waste that the TSDF 

cannot accept; or 

 

(iii) Container residues, which are residues that exceed the quantity limits for "empty" containers 

set forth in WAC 173-303-160(2). 

 

(b) Significant differences in quantity are: For bulk waste, variations greater than ten percent in weight 

(for example, tanker trucks, railroad tank cars, etc.); for batch waste, any variations in piece count, such 

as a discrepancy of one drum in a truckload. Significant differences in type are obvious differences 

which can be discovered by inspection or waste analysis such as waste solvent substituted for waste 

acid, or toxic constituents not reported on the manifest or shipping paper. 

 

(c) Upon discovering a significant difference in quantity or type, the owner or operator must attempt to 

reconcile the discrepancy with the waste generator or transporter. If the discrepancy is not resolved 

within fifteen days after receiving the waste, the owner or operator must immediately submit to the 

department a letter describing the discrepancy and attempts to reconcile it, and a copy of the manifest or 

shipping paper at issue. 


